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ABSTRACT 
The wastes from automobile tires are increasing day by day. Some of them are reused in 
pavement material. Rubbers cannot be burned otherwise it will cause environmental 
issues. The dumping areas are insufficient as the wastes are increasing, led to mosquito 
breeding cases. In conjunction with that, a feasibility study was conducted to investigate 
potential of using crumb rubber in sound barrier wall application. 
The literature review has proved that rubberized-brick is not only has high porosity, it is 
also act as a good sound insulator. The properties of rubber enhanced the noise reduction 
as the noise is absorbed by the material. The combination of two sizes of crumb rubber 
which are 3.35 mm and 0.60 mm managed to produce greatest slump compared to other 
sizes. Fourthly percentage volumetric replacement of sand found to be optimum mixture. 
Hence, by adopting 40 % replacement of sand with combination crumb rubber with 3.35 
mm and 0.6 mm, it was revealed that the brick was not only lighter but also stronger; 
5.36 MPa. A prototype barrier wall of Im width xlm length was build using crumb 
rubber-added bricks. Similar, traffic noise level was generated, using a single source. 
The noise reduction was recorded by determining the difference of noise level at front 
and behind the wall and varied the location. It was proved that the noise reduction of the 
new potential barrier wall is much better than the conventional barrier wall using normal 
brick. 
From the study, the redundant tires can be reused to a newly product-based which is 
crumb rubber-added brick in sound barrier application. It is not only potential replace 
the conventional barrier wall but also solved two environmental problems, redundant 
waste tires and also traffic noise as well. 
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Million tons of waste tires were produced in 2003; 87 % of them were generally reused 
as rubber pavement material, railway track pads, material for creating parks and 
recreation areas [1]. Rubbers, as can see in Figure 1.1; they cannot be dumped or 
burned; they are abandon waste product that need to be controlled. In order to overcome 
such problem, the tires must be consumed in various sectors. One of the potential 
applications of recycled rubber is in highway noise abatement. The properties of rubber 
itself enhance to noise reduction, thus it is the potential way to re-consume the abandon 
tires. 
Figure 1.1: The abandon tires [ I] 
1.1 Background of Study 
Nowadays, the major consumer of used rubber is the asphalt pavement industry [2]. The 
rubber has been processed to become crumb rubber and being used in various rubber 
material applications. Crumb rubber; a re-use rubber type that made from grinding 
rubber-products such as scrap tires, free from fiber and metal [2]. Fine rubber particle is 
ranged in size from 0.075 to 4.75 mm. In certain states, rubbers are burned to generate 
electricity; however the redundant tires produced seemed not adequate to reduce the 
waste tires. One of the applications of crumb rubber is in highway noise barrier [2]. 
I 
First of all, the noise barrier is defines as solid obstructions built between highway and 
residential area [2]. It cannot block all the noise; however reduce the noise level by 5 to 
10 decibels (dB). It can be effective depending on the material used. There are many 
types of barrier such as concrete barrier, wood barrier, timber barrier, earth berm barrier, 
and others (Figure 1.2). The common type is concrete barrier as it satisfied the noise 
reduction parameter. The new introducing of crumb rubber in brick to be applied for 
noise barrier is a great opportunity to highway technology. The material is a waste 
product that has been recycled to produce a new end product. Therefore, the new brick 
barrier can reduce the sound while encouraging to a greener world. 
(a) 
(b) 
Figure 1.2: Some types of barrier wall 
a) Wooden Barrier and b) Brick Barrier [2] 
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1.2 Problem Statement 
Every year, million of automobiles tires were discarded around the world [1]. This lead 
to increasing of environmental solid waste as the accumulation of unused tires provoke 
to fire and health hazards. The critical question of how to reduce the unused tires 
becomes a major problem to people. That local waste product must be consumed and 
introduced to prevent from open burning of tires that lead to global warming. Beside 
that, dumping area became limited as the wastes produced increasingly by time. This 
problem contributed to arising of mosquito breeding cases; affected people's health. 
Previous invention of brick using fibre does not performed well as it cannot withstand to 
natural changes. It is vital to replace the conventional barrier wall by proposing the role 
of crumb rubber as it is a waste material that has high sound absorption. 
1.3 Objectives 
The purpose of this research is to produce sound barrier wall by using crumb rubber- 
added brick. The objectives of the study are: 
" To re-consume redundant scrap tires to a newly product-based 
  To study on the new potential barrier wall using crumb rubber 
  To investigate replacement of the conventional barrier wall 
1.4 Scope of Study 
The limitation of the study concern on re-consuming locally product crumb rubber to 
produce highway noise barrier in Malaysia. The noise barrier that focused on this study 
is brick-type barrier. There are 4 types of brick; namely solid, cellular, perforated and 
frogged brick [3]. The solid brick is used instead of other types as it easy to manufacture 
under laboratory conditions. Furthermore, it required simpler mould compared to other 
3 
types of brick. It also does not contain holes, cavities or depression [3]. The topic is 
relevant to conduct as the barrier does not give any negative impact to environment. The 
locations selected to possess the sound data involved Jalan Sultan Azlan Syah in Ipoh 
and lpoh-Utara Highway. These routes were identified to have residential area near to 




There are lots of journal regarding crumb rubber as it was introduced into industrial- 
scale based in the 1950's [2]. However, not all of them discussing about the utilization 
of crumb rubber into noise barrier. Most of them proposed the application of crumb 
rubber on road pavement, meaning that just a few investigators studied on the properties 
of crumb rubber that correlate to noise abatement. After reviewing all the journals, the 
most suitable topics were selected to be reviewed. The sequence of the journal based on 
the historical review from different authors. 
2.1 Crumb Rubber 
In 1999, Zhu and Douglas studied on the manufacturing method of crumb rubber panel 
instead of the existing concrete panel [4]. Based on their understanding, the crumb 
rubber has a special thermo-mechanical and chemical-physical properties [4]. It is light 
in weight, durable and can withstand with environmental changes. Furthermore, it is a 
non-toxic and inert material. Zhu and Douglas mentioned that the rubber panel has high 
air porosity compared to concrete panel [4]. Therefore, it leads to high sound absorption 
that is significant to effective noise barrier. The most parameter that was concerned by 
them is Acoustical Absorption Coefficient (AAC) which represents the capability of a 
material to absorb noise. Besides, a sound energy defines as a sound wave that carried 
certain amount of energy. 
The best sound reduction has less value of sound energy reflected. It also produced a 
value AAC=l in which all the sound energy is absorbed by that material. In proving the 
statement, Zhu and Douglas conducted an experiment to compare the AAC value of 
three different materials which are crumb rubber, concrete and Carsonite barrier. 
Carsonite barrier consists of hollow panels with planks of reinforced composite material, 
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filled with crumbed rubber [4]. Figure 2.1 shows the result of the experiment and it is 
proved that crumb rubber based product has greater acoustical absorption compared to 
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Figure 2.1: Acoustic absorption coefficient versus frequency [4] 
Legend:  Concrete barrier 0 Carsonite barrier 4 Crumb rubber mix 
In 2008, the recent study on thermal and sound properties of crumb rubber concrete 
panel was conducted by Piti [5]. The scope of the study is to re-use scrap tires produced 
locally in Thailand [5]. The study developed by Piti is quite similar to research done by 
Paki and Bulent which is replacement of crumb rubber to sand with ratio from 10 to 30 
% for respective sample. According to Piti, crumb rubber is not suitable for structural 
application as it has poor strength; however it performed well as insulator [5]. The 
author prepared eight samples of block to be experienced for three tests which are 
density and void (ASTM 642-97), steady-state flux measurement, and acoustic 
determination of sound absorption coefficient [5]. 
The mix proportion for the sample mentioned at 1.00: 0.47: 1.64: 1.55 which is cement: 
water: fine aggregate: coarse aggregate. As stated in Table 2.1, crumb rubber no. 6 
(passing ASTM sieve No. 6), no. 26 (passing ASTM sieve No. 26) and combined no. 
6+26 were used to replace fine aggregate by weight. In his study, Piti tested sound 
absorption under two different frequencies which are 1) Low-mid (125,250,500 Hz) 
and 2) High-frequency (1000,2000,4000 Hz) [5]. The result shows in the Table 2.2 in 
which it is concluded that crumb rubber concrete is better sound absorber at high- 
6 
frequency than plain concrete which suitable for highway application. The noise 
reduction coefficient is displayed in the Figure 2.2. It is indicated that crumb rubber is 
36 % greater sound resistance properties than plain concrete [5]. 
Table 2.1: Detail and assigned designation (S] 
Drupeteup w: c Ran We * perm 
C>rib nd6er Cmeb : º6; Cua. r du. kg; Fae yt; : lx; Kite (tt; 
Na 6 Na 26 
pC 0A7 0D 0. L0 470.7 7413 7031 27511 
6R 10 047 714 030 4717 7415 7053 2150 
6(120 0.47 2562 ODO 4712 7415 627.1 2250 
6(130 0.47 2351 000 4712 7415 5417 2250 
626010 0.47 372 372 4712 7415 7055 MAD 
626820 0.41 714 714 4712 7415 627.1 2250 
626C030 0.47 117.6 11712 4717 7415 S4L7 2250 
26(110 0.47 000 711 4712 7415 7053 2250 
26R30 0.47 ODO 1562 4717 7413 627.1 1250 
26R30 0.41 ODD 2352 4712 7413 5/12 2250 
Table 2.2: Average sound absorption coefficient [5] 
Cm iror kritenty 
type lit; 
13 250 s00 lom 2000 4om 
a SD UmrzUzrty a SD t'axrztua[y a SU UamUdy a SD Uaustaaty a SD Uacntaty a SD lluauztS 
K 210 1.4 1.7 113 0.7 2.1 61 1.1 ZI 243 0.7 31 9.1 01 20 20.1 111 15 
6(110 210 21 lt 12D 1.4 2.1 12.1 0.1 2.1 313 49 1-7 171 14 23 25D IA 2.4 
6(120 215 0.7 lf 113 0.4 22 93 0.7 20 37D 2S 3.0 15.1 0.1 1S 24D IA 1S 
260110 245 0.7 19 11.0 0.7 21 lOD 1A 21 AS 0.7 11 16.0 IA 1.7 275 OJ 20 
26(170 245 0.7 11 113 0.4 23 93 1S 21 29D 14 22 235 Zl 21 27.1 0.1 1.9 
6260110 211 0.1 is 113 0.7 21) 93 0.7 2-0 29D 14 29 IS. 1 0.1 1.9 241 1.1 1.! 












PC iCR10 6CR20 26CR/0 20CR20 62iCRt0 624CR20 
Figure 2.2: Noise reduction coefficient [5] 
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2.2 Crumb Rubber into Brick 
In 2007, Paki and Bulent conducted a research on the feasibility of using crumb rubber 
as aggregates in cementitious composit to create ready-used brick with improved 
thermal insulation properties [6]. They found that the new brick can be used for low cost 
building that differs in composition from the existing brick. The size of crumb rubber 
used is in range of 0.075 to 4.75 mm while the sand is taken from Goksu River, Turkey 
[6]. Table 2.3 shows the mixture proportion of the brick samples complied with BS 
6073. There are seven different rubberized samples with varying percentage of crumb 
rubber from 10 to 70 %. R-10 sample means 10 % of sand volume is replaced by crumb 
rubber. After mixing process, each cube experienced slump test and the result. From the 
same table, it is proved that R-40 obtained greatest slump value which is 6.5. The slump 
test represents the workability of the concrete. 
Table 2.3: Fresh mixture properties for one brick sample [b] 
RA. ixiuu: pr, p; ni:. '.; r tire hsl =plc 
(rn>; r. t it) NJIY I,; Gr.,: r_ ('nwh n: hkr tr i T"l ts'ý $k: IT t: mi 
Caur, d mil 451- 4: 4 -N 
14 y111 I 
R Ib uc, J_u _ý:: 1: 11 ?AA 
R? 11 uý ý? u 'Jý` 31_ ? h'A JJI 
R? 1i u; -1 lu 
IA?? LI? 15I7 
R ail y.? L14 h i_' ýII? ?? `6 G: 
R>II 4ýý L9 1? IA ý11? ? I4ý 
R ui 4ý? Lu IIµA N11 nP? ýý 
k ýI 45? 1u 7m 
The appearances of eight brick samples including control mix were shown in Figure 2.3. 
The investigators found that the more crumb rubber added, the better the brick 
appearance [6]. There are other tests conducted by them on water absorption, 
compressive strength, and flexural strength which conformed to ASTM C 67-03a [6]. 
They concluded that the replacement of crumb rubber as aggregate in mix proportion 
reduces about 29 % unit weight of the brick [6]. High percentage replacement of crumb 
rubber with conventional sand does not exhibit sudden brittle fracture means that the 
energy absorption capacity is high. 
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Figure 2.3: Appearance of brick sample [61 
2.3 Curing Effect 
A study has been conducted in 1998 regarding the effect of curing conditions on 
compressive strength of brick aggregate concrete by Sohrabuddin and Saiful Amin [7]. 
The authors used crushed brick as coarse aggregate in two concrete mixes that were 
designed for a particular strength as shown in Table 2.4. 
Table 2.4: Properties of the aggregates [7] 
Ingredients Quantity 
Ib. /yd3 
Batch 1 Batch 2 
Cement 525.00 525.00 
Fine Aggregate 1356.28 1251.95 
Coarse Aggregate 1275.47 1483.30 
Water 299.00 299.00 
Different series of interrupted curing were applied on the concrete specimens and the 
compressive strength for both mixes was tested. It is stated that sufficient supply of 
moisture is needed to make sure the hydration for reducing porosity to the desired 
strength and durability can be achieved. A 3-day curing gives 75 to 80% of the 28-day 
strength while 7-day will allow concrete to reach 28-day moist cured strength. Curing at 
any stage is essential in order to overcome the losses due to discontinuity in curing [7]. 
The authors also found that crushed brick aggregate was more sensitive to the 
9 
interrupted curing process compared to the stone aggregate concrete. It is significant to 
conclude that the strength of the specimen increased when the curing process beyond 28- 
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This chapter brief on the methodology on how research being conducted within time 
frame in order to achieve the objective of the project. It also explained the procedure in 
making the brick and the experimental setup of the barrier wall to measure the noise 
reduction. The project methodology is displayed in Figure 3.1. 
3.1 Project Methodology 
Cý 
Concept of barrier and crumb rubber 
Review previous research on crumb rubber 
Summarized the findings and significant 
parameter (Data Recording) 
Proposed mix proportion of brick containing 
crumb rubber based on the findings 
Make brick samples, construct the barrier wall 
and measure the parameter 
Result, discussion, and conclusion 
Figure 3.1: Methodology Flow Chart 
11 
3.2 Basic Function of Barrier 
A noise barrier can reduce 5 dB noise level when its height is exceeded the line of sight 
of the receiver. As it exceeded the line, the reduction of noise is about 1.5 dB for each 
meter of barrier height as shown in Figure 3.2. 
Ez: r ad;; r. ýi: 'ri r. e9: 






ý ct s gýt A 
biadugr e 5dB; A; 
  ý 
Figure 3.2: Concept of noise barrier [2] 
3.3 Size of Crumb Rubber 
Based on the journals reviewed, the author chose two different sizes of crumb rubber 
which are; 3.35 mm and 0.60 mm as shown in Figure 3.3. The reason of selecting that 
particular size is due to the greater noise reduction compared to other size. The amount 
of crumb rubber that used for a brick is about 403g which represented 40 % replacement 
of sand used to make a brick sample. The percentage was chosen as it was proved that 
40 % replacement of sand to crumb rubber will give greatest slump value compared to 
other percentage. 
(a) 0.6 mm (b) 3.35mm 
Figure 3.3: Crumb rubber 
12 
3.4 Sound Barrier Wall Using Crumb Rubber-Added Brick 
3.4.1 Preparation of Formwork 
Figure 3.4 shows the formwork that was made from plywood and has a dimension of 
105 x 75 x 225 mm per sample. For the cube testing purpose, two steel moulds with 
dimension 100 x 100 x 100 mm were used. Basically, the formwork and the steel moulds 






Figure 3.4: Formwork for 12 samples 
3.4.2 Sieve Analysis 
Prior to brick manufacturing, the materials such crumb rubber and sand were graded 
using sieve shaker before the mixing process started as shown in Figure 3.5. It was 
carried out to maintain the correct grading of sand that is to be used. The sieve meshes 
of several sizes such as 1.18 mm, 600 gm, 425 gm, 300 gm and 150 gm were used for 
the sand. Besides, the crumb rubber was sieved in order to obtain the required sizes 
which are 3.35 mm and 0.60 mm. 
Figure 3.5: Sieving 
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3.4.3 Mixing Process 
The mix design used for the whole project was adopted from the previous research 
conducted by Paki and Bulent as stated in Table 3.1. The type of cement used is 
Ordinary Portland Cement (OPC). During mixing process, crumb rubber, sand and 
cement were mixed in a concrete mixer for 1 minute without any water. Water was 
poured while mixer is rotating to enhance crumb rubber scattered uniformly with 
additional three minutes mixing process. Figure 3.6 summarized the procedure of 
making the brick. 
Table 3.1: Mix properties of one brick sample 
Cement (g) Water (g) Sand (g) Crumb rubber (g) Total (g) 
952 554 1572 403 3481 
Crumb rubber, sand The formed bricks Curing process is 
and cement content are air cured for 6 conducted for 28 
were mixed for I hours and the moulds days with tap water 
minute are removed at 22 C 
Water is poured 
while mixer is The 16 mm diameter The bricks are dried 
rotating. Another 3 steel rod used to in a ventilated oven 
minutes of mixing is compact the samples for 48 hours at 65 C 
required 
The mixing process 
is stopped and the 
slump is measured 
1-" w! 
The mixes are poured 
into the moulds 
Figure 3.6: Procedure of brick making [6] 
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3.4.4 Slump Test 
Upon to the mixing process, the slump test was conducted to measure the workability of 
the fresh mixes. The slump cone was filled with the mixes by three layers in which it 
was tamped with 25 strokes by using a tamping rod. The slump cone was removed 
vertically and the slump was measured by determining the difference between the height 
of the slump cone and the highest point of the mix that being tested as shown in Figure 
3.7. The result was recorded in millimeter unit and will be discussed further in the next 
chapter. 
Figure IT Slump test 
3.4.5 Casting 
The fresh mix was poured into the formwork that has been prepared earlier and 
compacted by using steel rod to remove the air trap. Figure 3.8 displayed the casting of 
12 samples. The formwork was dismantled after 24 hours air-cured process. 
4ýý 
Figure 3.8: Casting 
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3.4.6 Curing 
The physical properties of concrete mostly depend on the extent of hydration of cement 
during curing process. It is the mechanism in which the cement will harden and impart 
the strength of the concrete simultaneously. Curing process took place for 28 days in a 
cure tank, filled with 22 °C of tap water as shown in Figure 3.9. 
Figure 3.9: Curing tank 
3.4.7 Compressive strength 
After the curing process took place, the samples were tested for compressive strength to 
measure the strength. The samples were dried first before the test started as the 
compression test machine is sensitive to the present of water. The compressive strength 
was determined by dividing the maximum load with the applied load area which is 100 
mm x 100 mm of the cube samples as can be seen in Figure 3.10. 









Figure 3.10: Cube compressive strength 
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3.4.8 Oven-dried process 
The final step in making the brick was the oven-dried process whereby the brick samples 
were dried for 48 hours in a ventilated oven at 65°C temperature as shown in Figure 
3.11. After 48 hours period, the bricks were removed from the oven and ready to be used 
for the barrier wall. 
I 
R 
. 'h'. Fý. W, 
ill ý 
ý. ýý-t"_ 
Figure 3.11: Oven-dried process 
3.4.9 Constructing wall and experimental testing 
The experimental set-up of the barrier wall is displayed in Figure 3.12. The wall is built 
in Im width xIm height with each brick dimension is 105 x 75 x 225 mm. The 
additional barrier is constructed for both sides to allow the reflection of sound. It is also 
to avoid the sound from diverging to other angle which may contribute to error. The 
source of noise is generated behind the wall while the receiver (sound meter) placed at 
front of the wall. The source of noise and the receiver should be at the same level. The 
reduction of noise level is measured by comparing the noise level at both sides in order 
to test the efficiency of the barrier wall using crumb rubber-added brick. 
17 
Figure 3.12: Experimental set-up 
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CHAPTER 4 
RESULT AND DISCUSSION 
This chapter will discuss on the result that has been obtained throughout the project on 
the efficiency of the new potential barrier wall using crumb rubber-added brick. 
4.1 Sound Level 
Sound intensity is recognized as loudness; computed on a relational scale in decibel unit 
[8]. It entailed a standard sound level against which they are evaluated. Standard Sound 
Pressure Level (SPL) is 0.0002 dynes/cm2. Double intensity of sound can be observed 
for the increasing of sound pressure by 6 dB [8]. Table 4.1 displayed the sound pressure 
levels of common sounds. 
Table 4.1: Sound pressure level of common sounds [8] 
Rocket launching pad 180 
Jet plane 140 
Gunshot blast 130 
Car horn 120 
Pneumatic drill 110 
Power tools 100 
Subway 90 
Noisy restaurant 80 
Busy traffic 75 
Conversational speech 66 
Average home 55 
Library 40 
Soft whisper 30 
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Generally, noise levels with smaller than 80 dBA are believed as safe while 85 dBA is 
the superior limit for continuous exposure during eight hours without protection [9]. 
4.2 Data Measurement 
The author recorded sound level at two different locations; Jalan Sultan Azlan Shah 
(Refer Appendix B) and Ipoh-Utara Highway (Near to Kawasan Gunung Helang) 
(Figure 4.1,4.2 and 4.3). The equipment being used was Sound Level Meter (ONO 
SOKKI Model LA-1240) as shown in Figure 4.4. 
Figure 4. I: Jalan Sultan Azlan Shah 
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Figure 4.2: Ipoh-Utara Highway (Front Wall) 
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Figure 4.4: Sound Level Meter (ONO SOKKI Model LA-1240) 
The measurement was taken during peak hour; around 1 to 3 p. m. The result is shown in 
the Table 4.2. 
Table 4.2: Sound level (front wall) at Jalan Sultan Azlan Shah and Ipoh-Utara Highway 
Item Sampling Location 




Source of noise Vehicles Vehicles 
Noise level (dBA) after: 
1 minute 75.1 84.5 
2 minutes 86.5 89.3 
3 minutes 89.7 85.1 
4 minutes 89.1 82.7 
5 minutes 75.8 86.4 
6 minutes 78.7 87.3 
7 minutes 83.6 86.7 
8 minutes 79.6 82.9 
9 minutes 72.7 83.6 
10 minutes 80.4 88.13 
Average noise level (dBA) 81.1 85.7 
22 
Based on the recorded data, the average noise level for Location #1 is 81.1 dBA and 
85.7 dBA for Location #2. The value for Location #2 is greater than #1 due to different 
type of road in which the speed limit for highway usually 110 km/h; resulted to greater 
noise level generated by vehicles. 
There were existing barriers at both locations whereby the heights of barrier are 
approximately 2 meter and 4 meter respectively. The sound level was recorded at front 
wall as shown in Figure 4.2. Beside that, the author also recorded sound level behind the 
wall at Location #2 as shown in Figure 4.3. The Location #I is the private area whereby 
accessibility was prohibited or was not permitted to enter. This constraint leads to 
unavailable data of behind wall at Location # 1. The result is shown in Table 4.3. 
Table 4.3: Sound level (behind wall) at lpoh-Utara Highway 
Item Sampling Location 
Behind Wall 
(Ipoh-Utara Highway) 
Source of noise Vehicles 
Noise level (dBA) after. 
1 minute 75.4 
2 minutes 74.6 
3 minutes 77.9 
4 minutes 79.7 
5 minutes 76.1 
6 minutes 77.3 
7 minutes 73.2 
8 minutes 75.1 
9 minutes 74.9 
10 minutes 77.8 
Average noise level (dBA) 76.2 
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It is stated that a noise barrier can reduce 5 dB noise level when its height is exceeded 
the line of sight of the receiver [2] as described in the previous chapter. As it exceeded 
the line, the reduction of noise is about 1.5 dB for each meter of barrier height [2]. 
Calculation: 
The calculation was computed to determine the total noise reduction for Location #2. 
The detail as showed below: 
A) Theoretical Value 
 Height of receiver: 1.4 m 
 Height of wall: 4m (approximately) 
 Additional height: (4-1.4) m=2.6 m 
 Noise reduction= 1.5 (2.6) m=3.9 dBA 
 Total noise reduction: 5 dBA + 3.9 dBA = 8.9 dBA 
B) Actual Value 
 Average noise level (front wall): 85.7 dBA 
 Average noise level (behind wall): 76.2 dBA 
 Noise reduction= (85.7-76.2) dBA = 9.5 dBA 






ý tQ0 9.5 
ý 
_ "Q 
The differential might be caused due to human error; did by the author during recording 
the data as the sound meter recorded the sound manually. Other possible cause might be 
the level of accuracy of the equipment; range of linearity of the sound meter is around 
85 dBA [101. 
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4.3 Quantities of Brick and Cement Required 
The quantities of brick and cement that used for the whole project were stated as the 
following: 
" It was about 94 nos. of bricks needed for constructing the barrier wall in which 
50 bricks were used for the main wall while the rest 44 bricks were installed at 
the both side of the wall. 
" The cement needed for 12 bricks is almost 12 kg. Therefore, 2 bags of cement 
were used to produce such number of bricks. 
4.4 Sieve Analysis 
The result of sand analysis is shown in Figure 4.5. The sand was well graded with the 
largest size is 1.18 mm. Most of them are retained at sieve size of 0.6 mm. The sand that 
used in the project was not too dry to avoid from less bonding with cement during 
mixing process. 
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Figure 4.5: Sieve Analysis 
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4.5 Brick Testing 
4.5.1 Slump Test 
The result of slump test for each mix is shown in Table 4.4. Higher slump indicates the 
greater workability of the mix itself. 
Table 4.4: Slump value 










Figure 4.6 displayed the slump test that has been conducted. The measured average 
slump is 7.1 cm. It proved that the combination of crumb rubber sieve no. 6 and 26 can 
produce greater slump and exceed the slump value conducted by Paki and Bulent, which 
is 6.5 cm [6]. 
k 
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Figure 4.6: Slump measurement 
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4.5.2 Compressive Strength 
The author used 100 x 100 x 100 mm cube to test the strength as shown in Figure 4.7. 
The brick exhibited similar strength either it is tested by using cube or brick. The result 
of the compressive strength is shown in Table 4.5. The minimum compressive strength 
for non-load-bearing concrete masonry unit is 3.5 MPa as stated in ASTM C 129 [11]. 
The strength of the new crumb rubber-added brick is 5.36 MPa whereby it exceeded the 
required strength stated in the standard. 
Figure 4.7: Cube testing 
Table 4.5: Compressive strength for cubes tested 
Cube No. Unit Weight (g/cm3) Pace Rate 28-day strength 
(MPa) 
10-2 1.68 3.0 - 
22-2 1.75 3.0 5.42 
21-2 1.68 3.0 5.12 
26-2 1.76 3.0 5.62 
5-3 1.77 3.0 5.23 
9-3 1.73 3.0 5.4) 
Average 1.73 5.36 
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4.5.3 Curing Process 
After dismantling the formwork, the bricks were cleaned and ready to be cured. The tap 
water has been used as the pH of the tap water is 7.5; natural pH standard. The curing 
process was selected to be 28 days as the strength of the bricks are higher compared to 7 
or 14 days (7]. The curing process can be viewed in Figure 4.8. 
ýý ý: 
Figure 4.8: Curing process 
4.5.4 Oven-dried Brick 
Once the bricks finished the curing process, the bricks were dried into oven for 48 hours 
with temperature 65 'C. The appearances of the dried-brick after removing from oven 
were shown in Figure 4.9. 
Figure 4.9: Dried-brick appearance 
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4.6 Noise Reduction Experiment 
Upon the completion of brick making, a sound barrier wall was constructed in the 
laboratory by using the crumb rubber-added bricks as shown in Figure 4.10. The wall 
was barricaded by plywood to avoid the noise to be diverted and decay. 
Figure 4.10: Sound barrier wall 
There were several attempts that had been conducted in order to measure the efficiency 
of the new barrier wall at different locations as stated in Figure 4.11. 













Figure 4.11: Method of noise measurement 
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4.6.1 Source of noise 
initially, the source of noise was recorded to create similar noise level that taken during 
field measurement. The result of source of noise can be seen in Figure 4.12. 
Graph of source of noise vs. time 
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Figure 4.12: Graph of source of noise vs. time 
Based on the above graph, the loudest sound created almost 90 dBA while the average 
of noise in 60 seconds is about 88 dBA. The author used the same source of noise which 
is recorded sound for each kind of trial. 
4.6.2 Barrier wall without additional side wall 
The first attempt was to measure the noise reduction of barrier wall without additional 
side wall. The source of noise and the noise meter (receiver) were aligned at the same 
level. The location of the source of noise and also the noise meter (receiver) were 
manipulated at 3 different locations namely; centre, right, and left of wall. The results 
for the three experiments were shown in figure 4.13 until 4.15. 
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Figure 4.13: Graph of noise level at centre brick wall without side wall vs. time 
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Figure 4.14: Graph of noise level at right brick wall without side wall vs. time 
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Figure 4.15: Graph of noise level at right brick wall without side wall vs. time 
It can be said that the noise level at front wall for three different locations is below 90 
dBA. The noise is not directly reflected back to the wall as it spread to other angle. The 
average of noise reduction for barrier wall without additional side wall is about 18.87 
dBA. 
4.6.3 Barrier wall with additional side wall 
The noise reduction for barrier wall with additional side wall was tested with similar 
method to the previous attempt, except with the side wall at both sides. The results were 
displayed in Figure 4.16 to 4.18. 
ýý 
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Figure 4.16: Graph of noise level at centre brick wall with side wall vs. time 
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Figure 4.17: Graph of noise level at right brick wall with side wall vs. time 
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Figure 4.18: Graph of noise level at left brick wall with side wall vs. time 
Based on the three graphs, the noise reduction is more consistent compared to the barrier 
wall without side wall. It can be justified that the noise reduction at the centre of wall is 
lower compared to other locations which are right and left as the noise is reflected back 
by the side wall. It is not only will create louder noise, but also high noise reduction. 
However, the difference between the three locations is not big as the wall is constructed 
in small scale of dimension. The average noise reduction for three locations is 19.87 
dBA which greater than barrier wall without side wall. The real barrier wall may have or 
not the additional side wall since the purpose of introducing the side wall in this study is 
to prohibit influence of generated noise. The field measurement at Ipoh-Utara Highway 
barrier wall achieved 9.5 dBA while the new potential barrier wall using crumb rubber- 
added brick managed to get greater noise reduction. Therefore, crumb rubber is a good 
material compared to the concrete in terms of sound absorption. 
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CHAPTER 5 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 
5.1 Conclusion 
Noise barrier is installed at the highway that has residential area. It cannot block all the 
noise. The function of noise barrier is to reduce the noise level by 5 to 10 dB depending 
on the material used. The conventional concrete barrier is not good in sound absorption 
as the sound is reflected back to the surrounding. Rubber; it is a good insulator and 
enhances the sound absorption at high noise frequency such as highway. Based on the 
advantages of crumb rubber in noise abatement, a new idea to introduce the application 
of crumb rubber in sound barrier wall was conducted in this project. The noise reduction 
obtained was significant compared to conventional barrier wall. The new potential 
barrier wall using crumb rubber-added brick is the solution of the problems regarding 
the abundant tires and also the limited dumping area. Hence, it is concluded that: 
 The redundant scrap tires can be re-consumed to a newly product based such as 
crumb rubber-added brick which is not only lighter but also durable in terms of 
strength 
 The sound barrier wall using crumb rubber-added brick is potential to be used at 
highway in Malaysia as it is proved that crumb rubber is a good sound absorber 
compared to conventional concrete 
 The conventional barrier wall can be replaced by the new barrier wall using 




Crumb rubber is not good in fire fighting, low creep performance and relatively poor 
modulus [12]; therefore the author recommends on the further research that suitable 
additive can be added into the brick to prevent fire problem. The appearance of the brick 
might be vital in the future for acoustical reason; hence the author proposed advance 
study to improve the appearance of the brick. The other recommendation is to introduce 
a new shape of brick such as interlocking concrete masonry unit (CMU) that 
implemented in Industrialized Building System (IBS) so that it is easy to be installed. In 
addition of that, a full scale of study can be conducted in future to investigate other 




In this study, it was about 94 bricks were required to manufacture Im width x Im length 
sound barrier wall. There are four raw materials needed to make the brick namely; sand, 
cement, crumb rubber and water. The costs for each material are shown in Table 6.1. 
Table 6.1: Cost for raw material 
Raw material Price (RM/kg) 
Sand 0.018 I'l 
Cement 0.320 
Crumb rubber 0.700 
Raw material Price (RM/m ) 
Water 3.00121 
' °' The price was obtained from local sand supplier for washed-sand type 
[Zl Based on Lembaga Air Perak (LAP) 
The raw materials required to make one brick are shown in Table 6.2. 
Table 6.2: Mix proportion for one brick 
Sand (kg) Cement (kg) Crumb Rubber (kg) Water (m ) 
1.572 0.952 0.403 0.000554 
Therefore, the cost for each brick was calculated as stated in Table 6.3. 
Table 6.3: Cost for one brick 
Raw material Price (RM) 
Sand 0.030 
Cement 0.300 












The cost for each brick is RMO. 612 hence for 94 bricks involved RM57.53. The market 
price for normal brick without crumb rubber is about RMO. 50 and vary based on the 
availability of raw material. However, the price for the rubber-added brick can be lower 
for the mass production. The prices for the sand and cement are cheaper for industrial 
usage while for the crumb rubber; the price can be lower for every metric tonne of 
quantity ordered. 
Thus, the project is not only can minimize the cost for barrier wall but also can recycle 




I. Seishi, M. (2005). Technical Manual for the Use of Recycled Materials 
Generated by Other Industries in Construction. Material & Geotechnical 
Research Group, Public Works Research Institute (Taisei Publishing Inc. ) 
Retrieved by April 2006 from: 
httl2: //www. p%N, ri.! o jp/team/zairyou/Technical%20Manual%20for%20the%201Js 
e%20of%20Recycled%20Materials0l. pdf 
2. U. S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration. (2001). 
Keeping the Noise Down: Highway Traffic Noise Barriers (Publication No. 
FHWA-EP-01-004). Washington, D. C Author: Retrieved from 
www. fhwa. dot. gov/environment [March 7,2010] 
3. Hammett DipArch ARIBA, M. (1999). Bricks: Notes on Their Properties. 0 The 
Brick Development Association Ltd. 
4. Zhu, H., & and Carlson, D. D. (1999). A spray based crumb rubber technology in 
highway noise reduction application. 
5. Sukontasukkul, P. (2009). Use of crumb rubber to improve thermal and sound 
properties of pre-cast concrete panel. Construction and Building Materials, Vol. 
23, page: 1084-1092. 
6. Turgut, P., & Yesilata, B., (2008). Physico-mechanical and thermal 
performances of newly developed rubber-added bricks. Energy and Buildings, 
Vol. 40, page: 679-688. 
7. Ahmad, S., & Saiful Amin, A. F. M. (1998). Effect of curing conditions on 
compressive strength of brick aggregate concrete. Journal of Civil Engineering, 
The Institution of Engineers, Bangladesh. Vol. CE26, No. 1. 
39 
8. Manual Sheet of Noise Level Investigation Data Using Sound Level Meter 
(ONO SOKKI Model LA-1240). 
9. Occupational Safety and Health Standards (OSHA) Standards. Monitoring noise 
levels non-mandatory informational appendix. Standard Number: 1910.95 App 
G [61 FR 9227, March 7,2010]. Retrieved from: 
http: //www. osha. gov/pIs/oshaweb/owadisp. show document'? p table=STANDA 
RDS&p id=9742 
10. Specification Guideline for Sound Level Meter (ONO SOKKI Model LA-1240). 
11. ASTM C 129, Standard specification for non-load-bearing concrete masonry 
units. American Society for Testing and Materials, Philadelphia, PA. 
12. Ontario Ministry of Transportation. (1993). Potential Applications in Highway 
Products of Rubber/Plastic Blends Based on Waste Materials. Published by 
Research and Development Branch, MTO, Author: Redpath, A. E. Consulting. 
40 
APPENDICES 
A: Map of Jalan Sultan Azlan Shah (Location #1) 
41 
B: Issues from newspaper 
1) The Star Online 





ii1l KI. -A. 1 I t'"'-spul 
t. ll . 111 (1 tiv. 4 1I1t. 11 r". V, Iv; i r"" 4". %, 1. 
un ji to 'r. "t'tl l)ti" It'apti Anil 1't -11 
I had ii+ t; IircJhnn rt't ontlv tad 
Waý hcr>1ri(, tJý . rt1 lit it s UI 11I11.4" t':. NCi ft't six day-, 41v In". ettlril It;, ulk". &_, 
out till lht" dartilr,. lnd tir chr 
M". lyd v. 'liti h. i, r tihitl".:: t! QI rllrrit I. 
111 tit"t '61ir .ll l(I lit'iI it , lt 
i i! i: 
! lýrtvrýrr, ¢hP \vAilt. titlnattYl nt"x1 
to j. 11A11 1'. ahan};. 1ti I-M111,111.11-di'd With 
I1. illjt IIIq'. r it'llilj! {' Ii111i1 S! 111lIYaL". [ý 
. illtt tht'il Ii AId L"\I'iaU, t (itpt"5 and 
Ixýnkirn;. t-ptti"iAII1ý I: air. i h'utit"ý. IhtS 
iJ1<lu{. 1t- tklilrl; t". ' t1týIýIt . Irn; IL"ýt. II Is hujlt'tl 111.1; it"I1". '. ill: . It11itU21 
tit'-, will t hock tin tlt. t'; t" atlivytit"ti . ri 
[III'. ait' : vlill . 13iitiul tl11It11tI1't? 
exhawt 14,1K. III N)1461% In mw 




Listen please, we need a noise barrier 
lYEwntien mans timesaboutmy 
concerns regarding the noise tx, i- 
lution on the t. DP with hopes it 
will he highli; hted. 
Being a mother of three young 
children. my worries end concerns 
(: ", er the excessive lr.: ffi; noise is 
tine as it affect; nur health. 
`"": intentiuns are not to make 
dtft::: ult for an) concerned 
neither is it for ; elf inter- 
fury prn. ecding tc, high! i;; ht 
t't: 
J 
matter, ms htis`r: nd and I 
wrut trim house to house along 
our 5t1*r. '"t G, _eeý 5::,, prt irons 
our neighbourhood. 
Once we understood they fe? t 
the same way aoou, the noise 
o:: ic. tion. wa waded no time in 
i, -; nt ing tLi. s matt_- up with inc 
. 2. r'. unt parties. 
nr 'n nume> for us, re_idents 
of CS, 117; S of SubaneJav--, n) one 
Seems to care the least bit about 
our problem. Since our houses face 
the LDP, we are exposed to the 
excessive traffic noise tver' single 
day of our Bas, -(! or guide- 
lines cet by the Department of En- 
vironment, 11", w noise level is below 
the limit but on the utfier hard, t 
exceeds the World Huth Organi- 
sation rerommrnded guide, incs 
for communit ea'. irer. ment. 
`. y questiur, is. why should 
our l; ealth, wcil-beir: c am eit'ua- 
ticn he any different or ! ese than 
thoce v: ho iive along t1 cr ma- 
jor highwavy that t ! rte id.; have 
no: sc barrier;? Wh'. are wo the 
insigr, iticant group? Why are 
being ubjeeted to r ur. cealtl,  
environment? What happened to 
Litrak's corporate snciai recnCm- 
siLhitti' 
beliý: sr ecenuae ti, nts what 
we want, to live in a serene and 
calm environment M. the comfort 
of our homes. 
We are nut asking for total 
peace and tranquility, far from 
thus. Just a certain level of . eercni- 
t;. to be able to open our is indaws 
., nd dnor' without the intrusion 
of traffic noise and pollution. 
V: h" must noise barriers be 
equest" from residen: s, Why do 
hilhwa,. conccssi. onairas wait for 
so! ' ul con: ^Iýint nr :i ion 
Eton; affected residents before 
thc-. car. consider the best miti- 
gatirur ntcasu es? 
. Aren't the 
highway cuncessiun- 
aire, sunoo: e i to be mere kno l- 
c: i, eord nt tell er. i in mat 
tern r-prdin;; the environmental 
imnaet of nose on penp! C livtno 
a(tjacet: t to bus- highways? 
Whar ct: ectiýe roles (it the guc- 
ernment, the Malaysian I)ighw'ay' 
Authority and the Department ;, f 
F. nvironmcnt pIa) in ensuring tn 
noise pollution issue is addre- 
appropriatclp" so as : o' tu bard, 
aff: ctrd residents with the n, 
to prole-t. complain, rcyu :, t 
send petition letterx? 
This is an ungu; ný pn, ldr, 
and a major cause of cor. cr"rn. 'ý. 
aii kn(, w'hnt StntlS? ICS SI10\Y 
tratilc v o! linle k ;, lc. in C1 rý'acr 
ur r: " so rrr: r}ý LIl1'ý(r' _ 
the JIi); connCeltUr. üP... 
Damans. rra in the ; crn 
tra; a; "a : r. he south. 
You nE"cd tu see :: n( nc... . 
tl:;: t m" con "; -- . '"'. 
. ectl ....... 
P i". i.... . 
\uc 





















3) Sinar Harian 
Sunday, 27`h January 2008 
AKHBAR : SINAR HARIAN SEKSYEN : 
TARIKH 27-Jan-2008 HARI : AHAD (SUN) 
KATEGORI ISU : KACAU GANGGU MUKA SURAT : S31 TAJUK : 'Noise Barrier' penyelesaian masalah bunyi bising 
'Noise Barrier' penyelesaian 
masaian puny pisýng 
Prrduduk berharap agar 
phak yang 
bcr: arxggunawab dapat 
mcmbrna Worse Barrit-i'di 
kaNasan terseiwt 
a R{11i A'. V F1+1: AiW. u": 
TAMAN BUKIT ME! MAH FASA 
"" {ý': rfur.:. k .I rai.. "..: 
Lb:. ht-. r: n S. n1. "n. 
1. Its yk. unlrLa'bultruya 
KaliugiSa"s . +. 'kib. t t. lls. r. 
arfýt dl Itad. lpin tun-l. 
ktrn nl. `ttadl p'itk': 1 nl. 
n"kt d; 1-al: f: cý bnns: t:: 
sing din I rd. tk : 1ipt' n. a.. ý 
d. tlarr. k. 'i1t. l. ar.. trnin 
\{r (: ll I' 1: 1 1: 1. 'r l'k: l, }. ' ,: l 
k. dnI. rk:. l: rum.. C rtu-n 4. 
y. ulp h. /np. t btr. h kl. hag" 
S: - kaki I. tt: 1""! rth : ý. ... 
1. -rr++rr un"rn. i. d: k. v: r. 
rvka 1. "'t4rlxn d.;, I;;: r: :ýi 
ml kr: nb"rar:: tin1; d. 
puui,. dau ktt. t: r" k. u: ar: ü 
dlkwulKall Li": 1(!. Il: b; 1Ry'1 
k, r slrr i-tn y: u; l; tltiltu'. 
da:. ct. k. 'nv. Itnýil: 
Lraý 4U ran}; n'lah tl{; a 
Irt. 
-In rn. 'rlt; 
t: nlil I. I: nalt 
tYTd. "n. lan tr"rkat. l . ; ak 
t+rrp: ndah k. ' r. l: nlh t. "r 
.. ir r k.: narl(a 1.4.. r. i 
, I,. I Il. "lr: ah In. -u, kt:.. dl loý- 
.. L"..:., u: 
Kr. u! au.: rrt. ' ui: ?, tt. 
uýhal, bun: k ! aýl utes. a 
n+.. {:. u!. t t +k:: putlt_ak b i.:. tH"nJ u0': k f+rý: da. ^. 
, -... 
t. C., k 
`tY". 
'F. ýR4'1. '"1: 1.! ,.. i 
m. c. 1, "daAwu i;: n. t. c I 
a: 
. 
L.,: ku1 d1"1: 1 I. I 
n.: clnl: cukup untuk t:.. r.. 
I,.. c" kamt Nk,: aa: g:, IAc.. 
ý 
Keadaw 
n-*n; adi berumbah büruk 
tennamanya pada 
waktu puncak ketika 
penduduk Pergidan 
pulang dan kerja" 
a A. ,. n 
V, .,:,:: ", ýýnll.,, ; n. ý I., Ri: a, psda . .. I 
pt"mt,. naar Irbuh r. r: a '. : 
lib'.: t. 1: s'A 1ý:. t"ýrfir t.. 11 I: 
dak brgttu b_s:: x k, rr. ^. n 
brlat: I; an kr rdrr. r. tn can3; 
kuranr; dan ptl: i 6ckYar 
rt-i y'ang dlprnwr. 4"nknr 
u"mAi 
'T, twp. w"t. "L. h kblh l1 
Lah"It W'A' ray.. 
awp k""rAlrr. ýru I. aamGrh 
har. vak d. rn : lambaaa 
l,.. L\tlah pt': A['I: l. t: itn k, " 
Ibr(:. r wan: l 1ý':. d:: duk dl 
amt Isr.. n¢ rn"ýn. 3ciks p: n 
tt, ds:: tlnkkrp: ut".: ah ký 
rar: a tnaci.:. h t, ur. %, din 
1. I1NnH, ný kmukal. , 
In tat, a, ý, peoEud.. ºL,,,, [Saute. wanfau6a. vnmmunlýººan 
u. tat anq dMý kepada pauN Itbuh ra7a MtLMaan 
... IK 
I. t! ý"ýt.. i. iý. ý: 1I_, 
I": pý. r I:. rn. i.. r. i f 
r^, ip. ika:: kax. ý. t: t n"cCxl. 
di mall,, kiltfi'ra. ui dar. 
arih Fa}iri;; akaa rn"ý::. I-:, 
kau:.. ili an. 4y,, 
tw"Ik, h k"i. -11: (I: aI. L"i !: t 
rmih Inl lx, y'h , fikxtnkan 
; SR-Ak '. ir4; l::. I k: atr 
trur.: y.. ^q au: il, t: r: ui: s::.: 
tartun tr: srCt:! v, ii: ! "rt: L : 
200.1 
Sc: t. rctara : ru 
Irnc; :. ui: T: L"nan iski: 
\1r"u"ah y'ac:. Y 1. i, x" H,., n 
}{anE" krlika ginArt:, 
l 
........ 
L1-ý, In.., f 
. hw i. I a>f: L ra)':. tif i< d: a f 
...: y, h.. Mar I. aLnxn k, - 
; -L, p: hwk 1: I;: I. 
I'. -tx:: d. t'ar: ü. G., cl" 
11Pk AWN d4a At. ', 
P. fl: In. rn ra. "nq. "n. l:::. _... 
, 11 au d..:: r'e"ngIls: apL. fn 
haw eanK ,r 
LL: ! l: i: 
mrc: J. l:: f 1".. l: a'. " i1.. rr:. 'f(II 
k. lw'zclr, I: 
ti. r: a rl".:: f.!.. rý:.. sf. - 
r. /: t. "r*. ýiart p. aln 2.1 
z ". . n. r: n .: n . rr ý 
Ld. d: !ý 
f':. Iru, L"". "t.. l I-b"I, d, 
,. n.. 1. k.,: t, "_cv, l.. . n.. tlr 
. u, In: r. v r"ttt tl t 
'T. 
uuuu 
S"mautk . 11 Mn! : tr 
dak. " tamt.. tn. ý.. tawt 
\frs::: a:! ti)a. ptltak: rva 
t, "!. d, mrnt. tk: u: nk: u'. k. "tt. 
b. tl: prtk: ua vi: k. "pad, t 
Atilt Iaauar. t SIA. tac. 
Ikd:: k Ya2t it'. 1. a". 
:. o :,. u prkat-., : r.: tt:, r- Val. 
krndtnl, n, t tLtlt im tla: 3 
l-. td. t p, L, tk :. t, r.!, r.. )n Ir"t- 
44 
